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'TsHORTHNEO STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY H SET TO EXPIRE S MONTH.S, FROM 

" earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 

„ « * . cimai 2b^ This action is non-final. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) B Claim(s) Hi is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IEI Claim(s) £14 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D C | aims are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
imn The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

The proposed drawing correction filed on ___ is: a) D approved b)D disapproved. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a ciaim for foreign prionty under 35 U.S.C. S 119(a) (d). 

a)0 All b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
9 n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

□ CI - * - ?r «e h r/ 2 sr received in this 

14) D Acknowledgement is made of a Cairn for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. & 19(e). 



Attachment(s) 

1 5) H Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

16) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948 

17) □ information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 



18) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

1 9) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (FTO-1 52) 

20) □ Other: 
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Application/Control Number: 09/1 97,01 2 p 
Art Unit: 2879 

Amendment A, filed on 1 1/20/00 has been entered. The amendment of title 
been acknowledged. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another fil^jin the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an .ntemationa appb»bon 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of sect.on 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Jones 
(US 5920080). 

Regarding claim 1, Jones discloses an organic light emitting device (10 of Fig 4) 
comprising an electrode (251, 202 of Fig 3, lines 14-15 of column 9, lines 39-41 of 
column 8) a current self-limiting structure (253 and 203 of Fig 4, lines 43-44 of column 
8, and 19-20 of column 9), and an organic stack (300 of Fig 5, lines 10-12 of column 9) 
between the electrode (251) and the current limiting structure (203, See Fig 4). 

Regarding claim 2, Jones discloses that the current self-limiting structure (253 of 
Fig 3) resides in contact with the electrode (251 of Fig 3). 

Regarding claim 3, Jones discloses that the current self-limiting structure (253 
and 203 of Fig 4) applied as a patterned lattice structure over the electrode (lines 21-22 
of column 7, see Fig 8). 
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Regarding claim 4, Jones discloses that the current self-limiting structure (203) is 
applied as a grid defining windows in which the electrode (202 of Fig 4) is applied. 

Regarding claim 5, though Jones does not specifically mention that the current 
self-limiting structure (253 and 203 of Fig 4) comprises an anisotropically conductive 
material, it is inherent since Jones used barium titanate as the current limiting 
component which is an anisotropically conductive material (see US 5414403). 

Regarding claim 6, Jones discloses a photoresist material in contact with the 
electrode (202 of fig 4) and the current self-limiting structure (203 of Fig 4, see lines 51- 
54 of column 8). 

Regarding claim 7, Jones discloses that the current self-limiting structure (203 of 
Fig 4) resides between the electrode (202 of Fig 4) and a conducting layer (not shown in 
Fig, see lines 56-59 of column 8). 

Regarding claim 8 Jones discloses that the conducting layer is embedded within 
the current self-limiting structure (203 of Fig 4, see lines 56-59 of column 8). 

Regarding claim 9, Jones discloses that the conducting layer resides over the 
current self-limiting structure (lines 56059 of column 8). 

Claim 10 recites essentially the same limitation of claim! Thus claim 10 is 
rejected as claim 1 (see rejection of claiml). In this case, Jones does not explicitly 
specify that the organic light emitting has increased the reliability. But it is inherent 
since Jones uses current self-limiting component in the device. 

Claim 1 1 recites essentially the same limitation of claim 2. Thus claim 1 1 is 
rejected as claim 2 (see rejection of claim 2). 
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Claim 12 recites essentially the same limitation of claim 3. Thus claim 12 is 
rejected as claim 3 (see rejection of claim 3). 

Claim 13 recites essentially the same limitation of claim 4. Thus claim 13 is 
rejected as claim 4 (see rejection of claim 4). 

Claim 14 recites essentially the same limitation of claim 5. Thus claim 14 is 
rejected as claim 5 (see rejection of claim 3). 



Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-14 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure : Greuter et al. ( US 5414403). 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Karabi Guharay whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
1 971 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30 am - 4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nimeshkumar D. Patel can be reached on (703) 305-4794. The fax phone 
number for the organization is (703) 308-7382. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
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